January 12, 1991 


Dear Harold: 

Please do not get angry with. me. It is regrettable that I 
have such a hard time understanding you (I don’t have this 
trouble with anyone else) but I am used to plain speaking and 
directness, and the fact is (as you have previously admitted) 
you often speak and write elliptically. I am a numerical 
dyslectic, and seem to also have great difficulty with 
statements that do not easily make clear what they are about. 
Clear to me. 

In other words, you often answer a question with a 
question, as you did in your libelous statements about me to Dr. 
Morrissey (see below. ) 

Harold, we are too close to the truth now, and we have got 
to work together. Please try not to get angry with me, because I 
need your help and experience, even if I seem like a two year 
old to you and you are forced to talk down to me. I make 
allowances far lots of other people. We are not perfect. Also, I 
am still laboring in the atmosphere of a personal nightmare that 
has dogged me for many years, and please give me some slack for 
that . 


Gary Shaw told me today that the Secret Service took 
photographs of the President’s body at Parkland and that they 
were developed by the national Photo Lab on Jefferson Street in 
Oak Cliff. The lab no longer exists. He says his witness insists 

that her father a partner in the lab — made a set for himself 

and she had seen them. Rick is still trying to see her, but Gary 
has not yet got clearance from her. All of this is confidential. 

We've already heard from those boys all 'about Ricky White 
and his father, and all sorts of stories, none of which seems to 
be corroborated. 

Could you be so kind as to answer one question for me 
directly: Why are the X-rays of the skull which show the right 
front face missing incompatible with the photographs of the face 
and the testimony of witnesses that there was no damage to the 
President’s face? 

It would seem that the undated untitled report (at the time 
of their examination of the films) which you published in PM 
which is signed by Boswell, Humes, and Finck might contain some 
fabrications. In your opinion, what are they? Your notes at the 
bottom of each page seem to indicate faults with what we read 
there, but I think at this point I need a list of each thing 
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that you think the doctors lied, about in their autopsy report 
and in their 1966 report. Could you do that for me? I would be 
glad to pay five hundred dollars for that analysis. 

But I do not find any mention there or in their autopsy 
report of any metal fragments seen in X-rays of the neck at the 
autopsy, as you said they had said or written. If I missed it, 
maybe you can point that out to me, since this is such an 
important issue. 

The fact that Humes changed puncture to lacerated is 
obscure, since he insists that there was a corresponding hole 
through the skull, and they insisted on it again to the panel of 
doctors from the HSCA. They also insisted to the HSCA panel that 
the entry wound was below the occipital protuberance. As you 
know it is pretty precisely located by measurements in the 
autopsy report. Your note at the bottom of page 57 7 says that it 
was ’’never actually measured.” Granted ’’slightly above” might be 
a bit imprecise, but 2.5 cms is not. Since that figure is so 
precise, slightly above means that the difference was too slight 
to be measurable with available tools. The wound itself was of 
course measured to be 15 x 6 mm. They were measuring, Harold. 

Therefore, your statement is at least half wrong, if not 
entirely false. 

A® I understand it from you, some Danish newspaper 
consulted a Swedish forensic pathologist named Rajs (as per your 
letter to Rick of Dec 21 attached herein) about the Parkland 
pics. 

But according to our phone conversation this morning, you 
seem to think now that it was photos from our book which they 
consulted Rajs (Jahres?) about? That is what the Edinburgh 
Sunday Mail did, but consulted different doctors in Scotland. 

Since you conveyed this confused story to Rick the day 
after you got the letter from Sweden, presumably you could have 
sent him a copy of the letter, rather than give unclear 
infornatian to police who are intensely investigating this case. 
How you can’t find the letter, and I need that. 

How Harold, don’t get mad about what fallows here with 
regard to your liable of me in the enclosed letter to Dr. 
Morrissey in Germany. As you know, my research is all over the 
world now, being published in many papers by Ron, who is our 
agent for the book. 

You state that we have a mutual friend (who) that says I 
have ’’abandoned the claim that the film was faked." Morrissey 
thinks you are speaking of the Z film. Since I never said the 
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in your 
trouble 
authors 


film was faked. (Lifton has) you must be confusing me 
mind with Lifton. Dr. Morrissey has a lot of 

understanding you, as he says, in your rage at other 
writ ing about this case (as he says in the enclosed) , 

Did you mean the films (X-rays and photos) taken at the 

autopsy? I have never abandoned the conviction that some of them 
have been faked. After all, I was the person who first 
discovered in 1978 that the X-rays were fake. That was thanks to 
my closest friend being a chief radiologist and a friend of both 
Doctors Fisher and Morgan from the Clark Panel. The X-rays 

contain information in them that is contradictory in se, 
^■^' res P ec ^ : the fact that they are incompatible with the 
photographs of the face. That doctor then rounded up thousands 
of dollars from other radiologists to finance writing High 
Treason 


The Clark Panel did note that there were metal fragments in 
the neck. You started battling me when I said that I do not find 
any mention of this in the autopsy report. In fact, tell me 
where in the inventory of the X-ray films seen by the autopsists 
in 1966 there is any mention of a film of the neck. The Clark 
panel apparently used three films of the chest which showed some 
of the neck, 

j.he undated report of Humes, Boswell and Finck also does 
not mention examination of any X-rays of the neck, but only 
several photographs. Since each X— ray was developed and examined 
at the autopsy table in the search for bullets, the alleged 
fragments in the neck would have been seen and noted at that 
time. 


In addition, among the many new interviews I have conducted 
in the past two months, (I have now talked ^;o almost everyone 
who actively participated in the autopsy (Findk hung up on me, 
though! ) I have a first person account of someone who helped 
fake some of this material. Rick has heard it. 

You recall that I was the first person to go to the Dallas 
doctors with some of this stuff years ago and get their opinion. 
That was a major project of mine. 

Now we got into a dispute over the phone over the metallic 
fragments seen in the neck, as reported quite clearly by the 
Clark Panel. 

So what are we fighting about, Harold? I do not want to or 
mean to provoke you. I just need answers. Vhen I try to pin you 
down on something, you get very angry at me. You get us going 
around in circles so that the essential questions are not 
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answered. You "told Dr. Morrissey that I don’ t respond to your 
question of ’’Why anyone would go to all the trouble and great 
risk of faking any of the film and winding up with what destroys 
the very purpose of the alleged f akery. ” 

Harold, I get a lot of reports like this. Rick writes me 
written reports of what people say. I have always been a victim 
of slander, and at one point it ruined my life for many years. I 
sued one group for many years until I broke the back of a 
company for it. So think before you publish liable all over the 
world about me to the people who speak to you about my work. I 
welcome valid criticism from you. If you have some direct 
statement or criticism to make, I want to know what it is, but 
as I have said often I cannot get to the bottom of what it is 
you are criticising. 

If you will answer why the X-rays are incompatible with the 
photos, then maybe you have a right to ask the question you ask 
of me as in the letter to Morrissey. In other words, your 
question evades the essential new evidence here, and amounts to 
character assassination against me. 

See, you are asking that question as though you’re 
answering it as a means of saying ergo the photos and X-rays are 
not fake. Excuse me for saying it, (and remember that I am 
entitled to my opinion) that is not only a crazy way of trying 
to refute Robert and me, but it does not answer the question of 
why the photos are incompatible. The latter is a physical fact. 
It is hard evidence. Your questions does not beg an answer and 
is irrelevant. 

Why do counterfeiters make fake money, taking all that 
risk? Its worth it to them. They might or might not spend a 
little time in the jug, but they make money at it, and a lot of 
people like to live dangerously. Vhy are criminals criminals? 
For a lot of them, its a job, or they like the work. Vhy do men 
join the Marines? A lot of people like to kill. Much of life is 
taking a chance. Your question is in a class with asking why do 
we breath or sleep? 

The police historically in the U. S. sometimes fabricated 
evidence to frame somebody. There is a history of faked photo 
evidence in this country, and Mixon did it to Hess with faked 
evidence. Fake photos were used to defeat Millard Tydings. 

There is always a risk of getting caught, but when the 
stakes are high, people will take the gamble. 

Vhy was the Kennedy administration over thrown? (you agreed 
that it was a plot from within) There was a risk in that, but 
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they got away with it. I’m sorry you never read my book. 

To answer your question more directly, you state that the 
forgery destroys the point of the forgery. That is a false 
statement insofar as the forgery has worked pretty well for 27 
years. It may work forever too, in spite of my book. Its just 
too much for the authorities and the power structure to admit 
to. Secondly, the public was not expected to read X-rays and 
know that there was something wrong there. 

In addition, this material was secret, but we gat it out 
and printed it. That was not supposed to happen. For that we are 
heros, but have one or two people among millions who feel that 
they have to put down the hero somehow. Since I have been 
officially a hero years ago, I know how that works. Maryland is 
famous for its ’’leveling process” and some writers have talked 
about it in the past. 

Could you tell me if you believe that the entry wound in 
the back of the head was in fact where it appears in the X— ray 
at the cowlick? Did the autopsy report lie about that? That is 
what you said today. ’’The doctors lied.” 

Remember that the ’’presumed” wounds of entry are just 
’’presumed.” In other words, the medical evidence wasn’t strong 
enough at the time. 

I sent you the documents you requested, but have not 
received the letter (from the Swede or Dane) I asked for. You 
have explained that now, you do not recall his name and so can’t 
retrieve it. 


Sincerely, 


Harrison E. Livingstone 
Author/Publ isher 
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